
 

 

UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

ORLANDO DIVISION 
 
In re: 

Case No. 6:08-bk-05731-ABB 
Chapter 7 
 

JAMES DAVID WILSON and   
SARA STANSBERRY WILSON,  
  

Debtors.  
________________________________/ 

 
ORDER 

 

This matter came before the Court on 
the Objection to Claims (Doc. No. 39) filed by 
Leigh Richard Meininger, the Chapter 7 Trustee 
(“Trustee”), seeking to have Claim Nos. 1, 2, 3, 
4, 5, 7, 8, 9, 11, 14, and 18 disallowed on the 
basis the supporting claim documentation 
reflects the claims relate to debts of Wilson 
Technologies, Inc. and not individual debts of 
James David Wilson or Sara Stansberry Wilson, 
the Debtors herein.  An evidentiary hearing was 
held on April 27, 2009 at which the Trustee and 
a representative of Rampart Security Systems 
appeared.  No responses to the Objection were 
filed.  The Trustee withdrew his Objection as to 
Claim Nos. 8, 9, and 11 (Doc. Nos. 40, 43).    

The Debtors filed this case on July 11, 
2008 (“Petition Date”).  They own Wilson 
Technologies, Inc. of which Sara Stansberry 
Wilson holds a 51% ownership interest and 
James David Wilson holds a 49% ownership 
interest (Doc. No. 1). 

Claim No. 1:  William Allen (“Allen”) 
asserts a general unsecured claim of $7,156.00 
for “consulting services.”  The invoice attached 
to the claim states “consulting services to 
“Wilson Technologies, Inc.” and the Letter of 
Engagement was executed by Wilson 
Technologies, Inc.  Allen has not established the 
claim relates to a debt owed by the Debtors 
individually.  The Trustee’s Objection as to 
Claim No. 1 is due to be sustained and the claim 
is due to be disallowed in its entirety. 

Claim No. 2:  Acosta Tax & 
Accounting (“ATA”) asserts a general unsecured 
claim of $10,430.00 for “accounting services.”  
The invoices attached to the claim were issued to 

“Mrs. Sara Wilson” and “Wilson Technologies, 
Inc.”  ATA has not established the claim relates 
to a debt owed by the Debtors individually.  The 
Trustee’s Objection as to Claim No. 2 is due to 
be sustained and the claim is due to be 
disallowed in its entirety. 

Claim No. 3:  Miler Electrical Services, 
Inc. (“Miler”) asserts a general unsecured claim 
of $562.50 for “services performed.”  The 
invoice attached to the claim was issued to 
“Advanced Audio Design.”  Miler has not 
established the claim relates to a debt owed by 
the Debtors individually.  The Trustee’s 
Objection as to Claim No. 3 is due to be 
sustained and the claim is due to be disallowed 
in its entirety. 

Claim No. 4:  Bay Audio asserts a 
general unsecured claim of $5,101.21 for “goods 
sold.”  The invoices attached to the claim were 
issued to “Dave Wilson” and “Wilson 
Technologies.”  Bay Audio has not established 
the claim relates to a debt owed by the Debtors 
individually.  The Trustee’s Objection as to 
Claim No. 4 is due to be sustained and the claim 
is due to be disallowed in its entirety. 

Claim No. 5:  Innovative Merchant 
Solutions (“IMS”) asserts a general unsecured 
claim of $74.85 for “services performed.”  The 
Account Reconciliation attached to the claim 
references “Wilson Technologies.”  IMS has not 
established the claim relates to a debt owed by 
the Debtors individually.  The Trustee’s 
Objection as to Claim No. 5 is due to be 
sustained and the claim is due to be disallowed 
in its entirety. 

Claim No. 7:  Crestron Electronics 
(“Crestron”) asserts a general unsecured claim of 
$5,690.00.  Crestron’s Account Statement 
attached to the claim references “Wilson 
Technologies.”  Crestron has not established the 
claim relates to a debt owed by the Debtors 
individually.  The Trustee’s Objection as to 
Claim No. 7 is due to be sustained and the claim 
is due to be disallowed in its entirety. 

Claim No. 14:  Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. 
asserts a general unsecured claim of $31,813.83 
for “money loaned.”  Wells Fargo’s account 
statement attached to the claim references a 
“Business Line” for “Sara Wilson” and “Wilson 
Technologies, Inc.”  Wells Fargo has not 
established the claim relates to a debt owed by 
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the Debtors individually.  The Trustee’s 
Objection as to Claim No. 14 is due to be 
sustained and the claim is due to be disallowed 
in its entirety. 

Claim No. 18:  Rampart Security 
Systems asserts a general unsecured claim of 
$6,145.00 for “goods sold, services performed.”  
Rampart’s invoices attached to the claim were 
issued to “Wilson Technologies.”  Rampart has 
not established the claim relates to a debt owed 
by the Debtors individually.  The Trustee’s 
Objection as to Claim No. 18 is due to be 
sustained and the claim is due to be disallowed 
in its entirety. 

Accordingly, it is 

ORDERED, ADJUDGED and 
DECREED that the Trustee’s Objection (Doc. 
No. 39) is hereby SUSTAINED as to Claim 
Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 7, 14, and 18 and Claim Nos. 
1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 7,14, and 18 are DISALLOWED. 

Dated this 4th day of May, 2009. 

/s/ Arthur B. Briskman 
ARTHUR B. BRISKMAN 
United States Bankruptcy Judge 


